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SUBJECT: LEADING POLLSTER GIVES EDGE TO AMLO 
REF: MEXICO 792 

EASONS^^^B/Dr 1 ^ P0LITICAL MINIS ™^SELOR WILLIAM H. DUNCAN, R 



1. (C) SUMMARY: In a June 15 meeting,! " 

one of Mexico's most respected pollster s, told polof f that 
□"□believed that if the election were held today, the Party 
°5 ™ D «"o-«tic Revolution's (PRD) Andres Manuel Lopez 
Obrador (AMLO) would defeat the National Action Partes (PAN) 
Felipe Calderon by a narrow margin, not exceeding . three 
Per ! e !! I L_l said to* 1 * has enjoyed momentum ever since the 
candidates' June 6 debate, when AMLO accused Calderon of 
influence peddling on behalf of a relative. 



J - reports that according to! boiling, the PRi's 
:to Madrazo remains in contentiSr J w i h, >,^«, 4-u^_j 



p7^Z7t« „ * 7 •«* pox-img, the PRI ' s 

Roberto Madrazo remains in contenttonTwith his third place 

It l T?* f ? lllng With±n the ****** of «»r. | |believes 

that at this late stage in the campaign, the finaTTesult mly 
turn on the quality of the parties' get-out-the-vote 
operation, an area in which she asserts the PRD holds a 
decided advantage over the PAN. END SUMMARY. 

AMLO Enjoys Post-Debate Bounce 



] 



(C) 



On June 15, polof f met withf 
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™, S iTlZ\ Z Z bQ """gjj f*"** ' « leading pollsters '. CZZDtold 
poloff that based onf—]most recent poll, published!^ 

34 Tit 3?* .i 3 ; v enj ° y " a Sl±ght lead over Calderon, 
!J»2 to wxth Roberto Madrazo trailing closely behind a^ 

LJ S " d that a11 three fading candidates were 
within tTie-poll's margin of error, notwithstanding the 
assertion of some observers that this had become a two-man 
f ace ; L_J a * reed th »t AMLO has enjoyed momentum ever since 
the June"?; candidates' debate, in which he put Calderon on 
the defensxve by accusing the latter 'a brother-in-law of tax 
evasion and of benefiting improperly from state contracts 

noted that at this late stage in the campaign, 

rf V* ^ tfl «_ V* ^» A ^ t ' J _ - 



Lll« ^rcies 'grass-roots operation could make a huge 
difference, and that the PRD's get-out- the- vote operation was 

far supenor to that of the PAN . | [concluded that if^hT 

election were held today, AMLO wouTcTw'in, albeit by a margin 
of no more than three percent. ™«gin 



Don't Count the PRI Out 



r 1 ^. „ , . | repeatedly emphasized that according to 

JJ poll ing , Kocerto Madrazo remained in contention, arguing 
^Enat rival polls showing him in a distant third place were 

methodologically flawed. J [explained that other pollsters 

:nd1£ te ^ ^^ofvoting to profe^PA^ P^D 

SLl lS+Z P °Tl a '^ 0ma in r~| ^dgment, those voters who 
admit at this late date to supporting the PRI tend to be more 
committed toUieir candidate than most professed PRO and PAN 
voters. As Relieves PRI supporters are more likely to 

VOte and a« — Ft>A udt i j-i . ■* 



vote— and^arthe PRI has the most extensive grass-roots 
machinery to bring its voters to the polls ~ |— [believes 
that rival polls underestimate the party's strength 



Discounting the Significance of "Strategic Voting" 
5. (C) 



__ _, discounted the significance of 

strategic voting," which assumes that voters hoping to keep 
a particular candidate - in this case, AMLO - out of off^e 
would vote for the strongest of his two rivals, regardless of 
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their usual party affiliation R said^ 8 ™ 
have been a factor in 2000 as aTT^f? ?■ g± ° votin * ™*Y 

with their PAN counterparts on *™ VOters ****** 

PRI; many were willing" vote for ST™!* ° f defeatin * the 
the PRC's Cuauhetemoc^ardlnas £ !** J V i Cente Po * °™r 
stronger opposition candidal 'r^^in ? *" the 
voting was unlikelv i-r> h« . " I f»axq such strategic 

(i) t?e third pl k a e ce y c^Sda^S"^ ^ 
contention, so his voters are unlivff ^ d ; azo < remains in 

(ii) unlike in 2000, this vear S t0 hiltt ' «*» 
divided in thirds as to ^pa^ "wLhesT^ 

power, □□questioned the logic of iLll \t° **** ° Ut ° f 

in the June 15 Reforma contradicts! ~ 1 

According to this ooll lift 4-v 1 r-= = assertion. 

willing L vote Lr an'aitLnfi. ! ting public would b « 

their preferred candTSate ^ Candidate « they believed 
under those ^"L'SS 1 * 111 ^ ° f winnin *' 

they would switch thetHote to L^"° S " PP ° rt °« ~" 
said they would switch to A^LO Sfno^e J *** ^ Mi 

Negative Campaign Hurts the PAN 



toll on the candidate's pu^^ic suooort had -^ arl y taken a 
PHD to continue with this^acticT^'ar^ H* 3 **^ the 
a PAN -led negative cai >»^ m LI ar g«eaTTlowever , that 

traction b^'^^'^'E™ ?*? f " ^ 

attacked him on so many difl«ent^ P^tical rivals have 
largely inoculated him^S^ttac^^Pnb ^ 

would have to come up with a L,,?, 1 bell6Ves fc he PAN 

it to significantly aa^ge A^O * Specfeac ^ a * revelation for 



Focusing on Instability 



7- (C) Turning to the volatile ttarWx 

taking place in Oa*aca, r^optned ^ ^ nXGO Strike n ° W 
would likely discourage !? e curren t unrest 

f RI-led staL go^SSt^S nan^LYoT £ LiWiSe ' * 
likely sour the public on the PRI Crisis wil1 

by the PRO, are by far the tL the PRI ' f °H°wed 

diminished 'turnout would Lur^ to'SlT P ?t ±e * " 
although the PAN was unli^ to „£? beneflt of the PAN; 
Oa,aca, the and ^£ J^-J -es in 
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suppressed. 
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8 ' 1 <C> I _ [ said she "©at concerned about a recent coll 
revealingTnit 13% of Mexicans expected there to be 
post-election unrest in their own communities. I " 1 

thf a n ™ S J en SUCh * h w gh P ercenta 5e respond aff irmatively to ' 
this question since the 1990 Mexico state elections, the 
first major election held after the Carlos Salinas's suspect 
victoryover Cuauhetemoc Cardenas in the 1988 presidential 
CZD-aid that the question asked in this parScuJa'r 
poll focusing on the situation in voters' own communities 
was far more telling than the more general question of 
whether voters expected post-election unrest; voters were 
unt™ f eSp ° n * affirmatively to the former question 

unless they knew of neighbors who were preparing for or at 
least speaking about possible demonstrations. 
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